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DETAILED ACTION 
Priority 

1 . Acknowledgment is made of applicant's claim for foreign priority under 35 
U.S.C. 1 19(a)-(d). The certified copy has been filed in parent Application No. 
10/317861, filed on 11/20/2002. 

Claim Objections 

2. Claim 14 is objected to because of the following informalities: 

The claim recites "receiving three-dimensional video data, determining whether a 
corresponding video image is a stereoscopic or multiview video image". It Is unclear to 
the examiner if the determination is being made between a stereoscopic video image 
and a multiview video image, or if it is being determined whether a three dimensional 
(i.e. stereoscopic or multiview) video image is present. Examiner will continue assuming 
the latter because a stereoscopic image is a specific case of a multiview image. 
Appropriate correction is required. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC §112 
The following is a quotation of the second paragraph of 35 U.S.C. 112: 

The specification shall conclude with one or more claims particularly pointing out and distinctly 
claiming the subject matter which the applicant regards as his Invention. 

3. Claim 21 recites the limitation "the DecoderConfig Descriptor" in line 1 of the 
claim. There Is insufficient antecedent basis for this limitation in the claim or the 
independent claim from which the claim depends the claim will be examined as best 
understood by the examiner. 
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Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 101 
4. Claims 1-21 of this application conflict with claims 1-21 of Application No 
10/317861. 37CFR 1.78(b) provides that when two or more applications filed by the 
same applicant contain conflicting claims, elimination of such claims from all but one 
application may be required in the absence of good and sufficient reason for their 
retention during pendency in more than one application. Applicant is required to either 
cancel the conflicting claims from all but one application or maintain a clear line of 
demarcation between the applications. See MPEP § 822. 



Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 
The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which fomris the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set 
forth in section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and 
the prior art are such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the 
invention was made to a person having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. 
Patentability shall not be negatived by the manner in which the invention was made. 

5. Claims 1-7, 12-15 and 20-21 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being 
unpatentable over Oshima et al (6574423) in view of Chai et al (6553147). 

In regard to claim 1 Oshima discloses a stereoscopic three-dimensional video 
processing system that includes a compressor for processing input stereoscopic three- 
dimensional video data according to the MPEG 2 standard to generate field-based 
elementary streams of multiple channels and outputting the multi-channel elementary 
streams into a single integrated elementary stream (Oshima fig. 1 #3a, #b and 4), 
Oshima further discloses a transmitter for processing the stereoscopic three- 
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dimensional video data and storing the processed video data (Oshima fig. 1 #9). It is 
noted that Oshima does not disclose details of a packetizing process. However, Chai 
discloses a method in which video and audio data are packetized before transmission. 
Chai further discloses one or more encoders compatible with MPEG 2&4 standards 
(Chai fig. 2 #220i and #220n and col. 1 lines 25-40 and col. 4 lines 12-42). It is therefore 
considered obvious that one of ordinary skill in the art at the time of the invention would 
recognize the advantage of including a packetizer and MPEG 2&4 capable encoders as 
taught by Chai in the video processing system disclosed by Oshima, in order to allow 
transmission of non-audio/video data and to be compliant with a wider range of 
standards. One would further expect the invention of Oshima to operate in this manner 
because Oshima discloses packetized data (Oshima fig. 42 'system stream'). 

In regard to claim 2 refer to the statements made in the rejection of claim 1 
above. Oshima discloses a three dimensional object encoder for encoding the input 
stereoscopic three-dimensional video data to output multi-channel field based 
elementary streams (Oshima fig. 1 #3a and 3b), and a three-dimensional elementary 
stream mixer for integrating and outputting the multi-channel field-based elementary 
streams into a single elementary stream (Oshima fig. 1 #4). 

In regard to claim 3 refer to the statements made in the rejection of claim 2 
above. Oshima further discloses that the object encoder outputs elementary streams in 
the unit of 4-channel fields including odd and even fields for left and right images when 
the input data are three dimensional stereoscopic data (Oshima fig. 23, output from 
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compressing units 103a&b contains 4 fields denoted by circles, x's squares and 
triangles). 

In regard to claim 4 refer to the statements made in the rejection of claims 2 and 
3 above. In this particular case N = 2 and four field based elementary streams are 
outputted. 

In regard to claim 5 refer to the statements made in the rejection of claim 2 
above. As stated in the rejection of claim 1 Chai discloses the use of MPEG-4 encoders. 
It is inherent to the MPEG-4 standard that an encoder has an object descriptor stream 
generator and a scene description stream generator. In regards to the two dimensional 
encoder. Chai discloses the use of multiple 2D audio/video (audio and video hence, 
multimedia) encoders (Chai fig. 2 #220 and 221 1-n). It is therefore considered obvious 
that one of ordinary skill in the art would recognize the advantage of including additional 
2D encoders as taught by Chai in the invention of Oshima in order to process two 
dimensional data. 

In regard to claim 6 refer to the statements made in the rejection of claim 2 
above. Oshima further discloses a stereoscopic video identifier that represents the 
streams that were selected by the user to be recorded (Oshima fig. 13 and col. 8 line 55 
to col. 9 line 47). 

In regard to claim 7 refer to the statements made in the rejection of claim 6 
above. Oshima further discloses that the stereoscopic video identifier can be used to 
identify two-dimensional data (Oshima fig. 13 and col. 8 line 55 to col. 9 line 47). 
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In regard to claim 12 refer to the statements made in the rejection of claim 6 

above. 

In regard to claim 13 Oshima further discloses the use of time stamps (Oshima 
fig. 22) and a table (Oshima fig. 4) specifying start address, end address, and channel 
number and a flag Indicating whether video is two or three dimensional (Oshima fig. 13). 

In regard to claim 14 refer to the statements made in the rejection of claim 1 and 
6 above. 

In regard to claim 15 refer to the statements made in the rejection of claims 1-3 
and 14 above. 

In regard to claim 20 refer to the statements made in the rejection of claim 14 
above. Oshima further discloses adding time stamps to the video stream. The time 
stamps are used for stereoscopic synchronization purposes (Oshima fig. 22 #234 and 
col. 23 line 47 to col. 24 line 23). 

In regard to claim 21 refer to the statements made in the rejection of claim 1 
above. Oshima further discloses a DecoderConfIg Descriptor or a flag indicating whether 
the video is two or three dimensional (Oshima Fig. 13). 

Conclusion 

6. Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to Jeremiah C. Huber whose telephone number is 
(571)272-5248. The examiner can normally be reached on Mon-Fri 8:00 a.m. - 4:30 
p.m.. 
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If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, Mehrdad Dastouri can be reached on (571)272-7418. The fax phone 
number for the organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 571- 



Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the 
Patent Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for 
published applications may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. 
Status information for unpublished applications is available through Private PAIR only. 
For more information about the PAIR system, see http://palr-direct.uspto.gov. Should 
you have questions on access to the Private PAIR system, contact the Electronic 
Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). 



273-8300. 
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Examiner 
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